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y Hat Artifices and aſſaults the Devil 
hath made and uſed to ſupplant the 
weightieſt Principles , to darken the moſt clear 
= comfortable Frurhs, and to break the Peace 
and Concord of the Church, # grown too evi= 
dent to require proof. And how he hath per- 
lexed this —_ Dottrine of the 
Fiembertip! 2d and Baptiſm of Infants, with 
Controverſies, we need not now inſiſt upon. But, 
ſurely, were not onr little ones as we concerns 
ed and intereſted in the Covenant _—_ Grace, as 
their Parents are, your deep com- 
paſſions towards them (ſo breveda Natxre, and 
A rartr and enlarged by Grace) would pops 
their dreadful wes and dbſtr $A pie 
Infants Pai ſeel the ſmart for tp pore 
nſbments of the violated Law or Covenant. 
Innocent nature, (4s is evident in their ear 
ſeaſes, pains and death) and wet be c 
redreſs and pardon by a gracious gi 
yet ro how And what Marr +. 
c 24h} Y not to be anſ\ 


bh roo 1s Tre ries 
cannot wnderftand. - All tea _— ants 
a in their Parems, _— —— y 
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: = To the Reader. — 
capable of chyging aud atting- for theme 
And why we ſhould extlude them from Covenant + 
redreſſes, ſeeing G od once took them in by an Aft 
ru of ip.cce not yet repealed, ] am no 
to corett ere they excluded from 
SHY Parents won!ld want, 1. That Co>. 
gent Argument which now they have to be de- 
vored wnto God themſelucs, aud to be true to * 
ſuch a Dedication, as ever they regard the pres | 
ſent and eterna! welfare of their Infant-Seed. 
And 2. A Soveraign Antidote againſt their © 
gies and fears, when their children are remo- 
vet in their. Infancy. For if God hath no-where 
promiſed to farve our little ones by his Son, to 
pardon tiggy, and to adopt them inty his Family, 
wh? « ty, us, that they belong not to. _ 
the Denil,. Fat they are not game to awell, 
,.. With him wl er they arc dead? And then wit 
"Whit drjefled heAits and looks muſt maxr 
Parents follow their deceaſed Infants. to their 
Graves! But I ſhall ( aud need) not [ay any 
mmvre, ſeeng this AbſtraB of Mr. Vaxnery Brevr 
and elabor att Treatiſe, comes on this Exrand 
ow Reader, oho i defored to tMhe notices that 
was ready many Months agone, ſoon afger the 
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Our Anti- Queries, very latel 
. ſent me by c one of your party, 
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p as [ A. fall Anſwer to the F fry. $:28 
_ Duerier,] I have conſidered imparti- 1B 
& ly, I hope ; and cannot think them <3 
_ worthy of a Buok in Anſwer: Yet thar 
” you might not taxe my Szlence cither; 
* for co-ſont , or. for a cantempr, I have _ 
. written theſe f-w pages here » iow 940118 Þ 4 
ff Now in the fit place .I. mu reſl- + tha 
| you, Thoſe Fifty Queries will remain; | 
; unanſwered, nocil that Book cf Mr. *f 

2. 1 your. 
- Baxters be anſwered, to which every, x1. page 

.Oxe-y refers, which, for ought I know,, you fay, 

: you never yet lookr into. * And whe> Fifty Que- 
1 ther your Am i- Que ries, ſo far 4s they raghh go * 
z concern- the - main poi at in Queſtion, gr che. * 
- be not cur off, aad anſwered azamn,.worksof* > 
R and again ia that Book, and diyezs, Mr- Rich. 
e atheX exranty and common, I leave'tp, Batltſe ud 
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Further 1 might tell you of, your 
playing upon the word, [ Charch, ] 
Antiq.1.p.1. which is immediately ex- 
plained in my firſt Query, by Kingdom 
of God, which prevents your exception, 
And Lmighrt take notice of your new- 
covn'd, Term, [ Prattical Ordinance, ] 
which you have fo often, as if there 
were ſome other Ordinances, ſpeculd- 
tive, or not practical. rats take 
notice of your Jllegicdl diſtinftion, of 
being a Member of the Church Efen- 
tially, and being a Member Formally, 
Anti-. 18. p. 14. Ard your not allow- 
ing an univerſal Y;fible Church, Antiq. 
16. p. 12. I might take notice how 
you miſunderſtand, or miſapply thoſe 
Texts, Except ye eat the Fleſh of —-- 
( 7oh. 6. 53.) And, Except a man be 
born of water-— (fob. 3.75.) As if the 
former ſpake of the Lords Supper, and 
the latter of Baptiſm, (vid, Antiq. p.s.) 
Again, I might take notice of your 
ſhooting ſhort, in many of your Anti- 
queries, As becauſe there was a time 
when Infants within the Church were 
not devoted to God by any fach ex- 
garing gn, as Circumciſion, or Bap- 
tiſm, no ſuch engaging ſign being then 
inſtitu- 


inftirured ; therefore Infanrs are nor to 
be ſo ſolemnly devored to God, when, 
wh an engaging fin is mſtiruted, and 
h to alt within the Church. 
And your ſhooting wide is plain in ſome 
others. I might tell you, how you 
tuve the ſame things over and over 
«gain, Though you accute me of con- 
tinual tantologizing, Anirq, EM P. 30, 
I am willing, the Imparna 
ſhould jadge, whether of us be mot 
guilty here. Tiwrpe «ft Dottori, 8c. 1 
rake norice of your aring Mr. Baxters 
Care of Church-Drviſcons, p. 7. no _ 
than thrice, (ſci. in reface, and 
and p. 32.) yet a man may rum t riod 
to p.7. in that book of Mr. B«xter for 
that which you refer unto, and loſe 
his labour. So I rake notice of your: 
vain flouriſhing, and braving it withy 
Mr. T*s confident challenge, both in the 
end of your Preface, And know this, 
&c.] and again, Anti. 49. p. 38, 39. 
(when alſo you ſhoor wide, not one 
word to my Query.) As concerning 
Mr. Baxter, 1 may fav, Know this, that 
others that are ſober and judicious, 
rell him, he hath clear'd thoſe poinrs 
ſnfliciearly, that any farcher debaze 
A 2 con- 


concerning them is needleſs, Further 
Tamight rake notice of the many [Ec 
cater 4's] you have put to my Fnerier, 
ſometimes leaving out what was moſt 
li-ely to pinch; yea, you cur off the 
cwict part of fiftieth and /aft Duery, 
withour ſo much as an Cc. unlefs it 
was the Printers fault. Again, I might 
tale notice where you are not ver 
conſiſtent with, but rather contradi 
your ſelf One or two places I may 
have occaſion to obſerve, 

But I muſt rake notice of your fair 
conceſſions, and I thank you for them. 
I wil! nor diſpute it with you, whether 
theſe of yours be properly called, Ariri- 
queries ? Let the prepoſuion 'Arr} be 
either pro or con, with you, I ſhould 
not ſpend time in criticiſing on 'the 
word. But whether in compoſition, the 
word of an Apoſtle or Meſſenger of the 
Churches, ( as I have heard, ſome do 
call you) ſhould be both ye and nay, 
may be a queltion. 

Now, what do theſe following Que- 
ries 0: yours imply, [Antiq.5. p.q. Whe- 
ther the ” 949 do not as cigarly afſert 
Infants right to the grace of*Gad in the 
firſt Edition of the Covenant made 'with 

Adam 
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Adam «« avy whatſoever? Antiq.10.p.g.. 


As for the gracigns Covenant made w.ih 
Adam, do we mot. gr ant that it extends 
to Infants ? yea, we ſay with Ar. Baxter, 
it was never abrggaied. Antiq 19 p.14. 
Whether the Bleſſing of Abraham (;/ jou 
underſtand. it of Eternal Life) was not 
the Bleſſing of the Fathers that were be- 
fore him? And mpether that Blejſing 
did not belong ta their Infants? (which 
is not at all ite to my 19 Query. 
And in what follows there, you plainly 
ſheer ſhort, as I noted betore.) And 
Antiq. 23. p. 17. you fairly grant, that 
Promiſes made to the Seed of the Righs 
teoxs, to the children of them that 
Love God, &c. are unrevoked, you 
doubt not but :heſe Promiſes yet remain. 
(Though I confeſs, I do not well under- 
ſtand what you mean by thoſe words, 
Amigq. 21, p. 16. Whether all men that 
follow the rules of Morality, are not with- 
in the reach of theſe Bleſſings a/ſo? Theſe 
you ſpeak of, are cither R:ghreows, and 
ſuch as love God, or they are not. If 
they be ſuch, then certainly thev be» 
long to the Univerſal Church, and are 
real Members of it; if they arg not 
ſuch, then they have not an intereſt in 

| A3 the 
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the promiſe made to ſuch as /ove God, 
neither can they lay claim ro Bleflings 
p:om'ſ{ed.) But to go on with your 
concellions : Antiq. 11. p.9. And whe- 
ther 1144 d:fference between the Baptiſts 
and Pedovaptiſts, be not chiefly ( if not 
only) avout unpoyſinsg Ceremonies wpon 
Infants? Anriq. 12. p. 10. Seeing the 
Baptiſts may ar;4 do in 4 good ſenſe ac- 
knowled_c Infants to be related to the 
Cymurch, viz. by Redemption, piows De- 
dication to God, &rc. Antiq. 30. P. 23. 
And who denies Tifants to be capable of 
Infant- Relation, Obligation, or Right ? 
Or who oppoſeth therw being deveted to 
Ged in their capacity? Antiq. 31. Þ. 24. 
Whether you + not greatly wrong your 
ſelf, and thoſe yow call Anabaptiſts , in 
ſaying , they -vehemently plead ayainſt 
devoting their Children to God? yea, 

ſure they do it attually, as far 45 Gods 
word requires. -—-Prove if you can, that 
you your ſelves do conſent to the Covenant 
of grace for your Infants, more than we, 
whom you call Anabaptifts.} Here we 
have (as you ſay mn your Preface) your 
4 Conce/ſtons in weſpett of Infants. Rela- 
** t:0m to God, by wvertue of the Covenarmt 
« of Grace, and the Devotion of his peo 
« ole, 


« ole, &c. 1 ſhall be very glad, if 
know you are all in t 
things. And here (methinks) you of- 
fer as fair, as any of your way, I have 
ever met with ro end our ditterence a- 
bout Infant-Baptiſm. If the premiſes 
be granted, the conc/ufion will follow, 
If you grant our Infants within the 
Covenant, then they have right to the 
inveſting ſign. To whom the promiſe 
belongs, ro them Bapriſme belongs , 
Att 2. 38, 39. If you yield our In- 
fants Church - Members, then von 
ſhould not deny their right tro ſolemn 
admiſſion by Baptiſm. (Sce Mr. Bax- 
ters plain Scriptwre-proof, &C. p. 23. 
&c. ) And Mr. T. your Champion; 
yielded, this would follow. 
You grant, Anti. 6. p. 4. and Antiq. 
22. p. 16. That Infants are of the Re- 
deemed Church. And in the cloſ> of 
Antiq. 25. p. 19. That Infants fill re- 
tain Member-ſbip in the Inviſible Church. 
And Anziq. 16. p. 13. They are Mem- 
bers of the Univerſal Church (inviſible, 
you mean, for you like not of an Uni- 
verſal Church Viſible.) And otherwiſe 
(as you fay) How ſhall they be ſaved, 
ſering Chriſt is only the Saviour of his 
A'4 Body. 


WI | 
Body, Only I query whether it be not 
a contradiction, when you la”, Anti. 
28. p. 21. How can Infants be ſaid to l 
A ſpiritual Seed: Are any but a ſpr- 
ritual Sced, Members of the Inviſible 
Church ? Are not they a ſpiritual Seed 
tat are of Chriſts Body, and ſaved by 
h.m? 

Burt if Infants be not Members of 
the Viſible Church, how can you prove 
thy are Members of the Inviſible 
Church ? To be probably Members of 
the Inviſible Church, is to be Members 
of th-Viſhble Church,or Viſible Church- 
Members. Further, you fay, The Bap- 
tiſts do in 4 good ſenſe achnowledre In- 
fants to be related to the Churc , VIZ. 
by Kedemp!ig!, Pigs Dedication fo God, 
Cc. (Anti. 12, paz. 10, betore-cited) 
now do but make ſenſe of jt, and I 
have enough, Lither theſt Infants 
viſthiv belong to the Kingdom of 
Chriit, or to the Kingdom of Saran : 
(ior thy(e ewo Kingdoms divide and 
acc the whale worlt, that ſich as 
arc not of the oe, arc certainly of the 
other ; ad ſich as are not' viſibly of 
' the on, are viſibly of the ather) And 
will you ſ;y, that ſuch as are of the 
Reatemed 


(9) 
Redeemed Church, related to the Church 
by Redempuion, and further relared by 
Piows Dedication to God, &c. are vr 
ſibly the ſeed of the Serpent , and of 
the Kingdom of Saran. 

Burt this [ Pions Dedication ] leads 
me to another of your ſelf-contradicti- 
ons, Anti. 30.p. 234. Where are Chri- 
ſtian Parents re wired to devote their 
children, by conſenting to any Covenant 
for them? ( Though you grant there, 
the Jews were required to Covenant 
for their children in matters of Religion.) 
And yet under the next Anti-query, 
P- 24. you ſay, Prove if you can, that 
you your ſelves do conſent to the Cove- 
nant of grace for your Infants, more than 
we, How properly may theſe be cal- 
led Anti-queries? Or to get off, will 
you ſay, you conſent to the Covenant 
of grace for the Infants ? but not as a 
thing required ? 

I gave you thanks before, for ſome 
things granted concerning Infants, and 
I here promiſe more thanks, if you will 
prove the ſame of al! /»fents. This you 
infinuate, p, 5. Seeing then «ll Infants 
(for ought you know) have the ſame 
right — But Idoubr, your proof of this 
point 


COA 8) 
Body. Only I query whether it be not 
a contradiction, when you 1a”, Anti7. 
28. p. 21. How can Infants be ſaid to fa 
4 ſpiritual Seed: Are any but a ſpt- 
ritual Sced, Members of the Inviſible 
Church ? Are not they a ſpiritual Seed 
tat are of Chriſts Bady, and ſaved by 
h.m? 

But if Infants be not Members of 
the Viſible Church, how can you prove 
th-y are Members of the Inviſible 
Church ? To be probably Members of 
the Inviſible Church, is to be Members 
of th-Viſible Church, or Viſible Church- 
Members. Further, you ſay, The Bap- 
riſts do in a good ſenſe acknowled3e In- 
fants to be related to the Churc , VIZ. 
by Redemption, Pons Dedication to God, 
Cc. (Antiq. 12, paz. 10, betore-cited) 
now do but make ſenſe of It, and I 
have enough;  Lither theſ& Infants 
viſibly belonz to the Kingdom of 
Chriit, or to the Kingdom of Saran : 
(ive thy (e ewo Kingdoms divide and 
face the whale worlt, that ſuch as 
arc not of the one, arc certainly of the 
other ; and ſich as are not' viſibly of 
' the on, are viſibly of the ather) And 
will you Gy, that ſuch as are of the 
Reatemed 


(9) 
Redeemed Church, related to the Church 
by Redempiion, and further related by 
Pioxs Dedication to God, &c. are vr 
ſibly the ſeed of the Serpent , and of 
the Kingdom of Satan. 

But- this [ Pions Dedication ] leads 
me to another of your ſelf-contradicti- 
ons, Anti. 30. p. 24. Where are Chri- 
ſtian Parents re mired to devote their 
children, by conſenting to any Covenant 
for them ? ( Though you grant there, 
the Jews were required to Covenant 
for their children in matters of Religion.) 
And yet under the next Anti-query, 
Pp. 24. you ſay, Prove if you can, that 
you your ſelves do conſent to the Cove- 
nant of grace for your Infants, more than 
we, How properly may theſe be cal- 
led Anti-queries? Or to get off, will 
you ſav, you conſent to the Covenant 
of grace for the Infants ? bur not as a 
thing required ? 

I gave you thanks before, for ſome 
things granted concerning Infants, and 
I here promiſe more thanks, if you will 
prove the ſame of al! /nf«nts. This you 
infinuate, p. 5. Seeing then all Infants 


(for ought you know) have the ſame 


right — But Idoubr, your preafefet 
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point will be as lame and weak, as 
your ſenrence there is imperfect, and 
abrupt. You ſhould not wrong us, 
To lay, we reſtrain the love and grace 
of God to ſuch Infants 4s (in your new 
phraſe) partake with Parents in pratt;- 
cals of Religion, ( Anti9.3.p.2.) as if we 
held,that no Infart (dying unbaprized) 
could be faved, is a charge, you can- 
not prove, Antiq. 4. p.3. Whether the 
Parents conſent to withedneſs is the childs 
conſent ?] Peruſe Mr. Baxter of Origi- 
nal Sin. You your ſelf do not deny, 
( Antiq. 7. p. 6.) but the wickedneſs of 
Parents may expoſe their [rfaut-children 
to external calamities. Ya, Antiq.21. 
p. 16, whoever doubted, but that Infants 
are-—preatly diſadvantaged by the wick- 
edueſs of their Parents, even ſo as to bear 
their Fathers iniquities many times, as 
* evident in the overthrow of the old 
World, &c.) Now God is not injuſt in 
what he inflicts on ſuch children, If 
they bear the Fathers iniquitics, they 
are ſome way guilty with their Pa- 
rents. 

You enquire further, Antiq. 4. p. 3. 
And whether thu do not give the Parem 
power ts ſave, or dann their Infants ?] 
But % 
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(1) 
Bur you will nor ſay, I ſuppoſe, that you 
are your own Saviour, when you per- 
form the condition of the Covenanr, 
to which Salvation for Chriſts ſake is 
graciouſly promiſed. Neither will we 
ſay, thar any Infants periſh purely for 
auothers ſin, or the Parents fin enly 
imputed; but for their own contratted. 
(As Mr. Baxter of Or:ginal Sin, P.135.) 
The overthrow of both thoſe Gene- 
rations in the deluge, (ſpoken of Gen. 
6.) is a ſtrange Medizm to prove the 
Salvation of all their Infants, which 
you hint at, Antiq. 7. p. 6 And Row. 
5.18. which you there cite, will no 
more prove, that all Infants (that dic 
Infants) are ſaved ; then that all men 
are ſaved. The free gift came wpon all 
men unto juſtification of life. This [all] 
muſt be limited to «// in Chrift. 
Antiq. 22. p. 16. Whether God hath 
not ſaid, that His ways are all equal! 
And whether this do not ſecure Infants 
of Gods mercy ———when God ſaith, that 
the Son not bear the Iniquity of the 
Father, aud every one ſhall bear his own 
Iniquity, whether this be not a promiſe 
of Mercy to Infant-chilaren, that in 
reſpett of Eternal Life?) Here you _ 
P'Yz 


(12) 

ly, that Gods ways axe not equal, if 
- ſhew not Mercy on all Infants, if 
he give not Er-rnal lie unto all that 
dic Infants. And if you take theſe 
words [every one ſhall bear 51s own Ini- 
guity] to be a promiſe of Erernal life 
to all Infants, as ſizch ; vou mult hold, 
that no Infant hath any iniquity ta 
bear, and ſo wholly deny the doctrine 
of Original ſin, (which I perceive you 
do; though you will never be able to 
anſwer the Arguments, and Scripture- 
evidence brought to prove it.) But you 
miſapply the Scripture. What js ſpo- 
ken of the Adulr, you apply to [fants, 
(a very common miſtake of thoſe of 
your way and perſwaſion.) In the 18. 
of Exch, the Lord pleads with men 
thar had too good a conceit of them- 
ſelves, and would caſt the blame on 
others, if they ſutiered, as if they 
themſt lves were euilrleſs, Yerſ. 2. The 
Fathers have eateu ſour Grapes, and the 
childrens Teeth are ſet on edge.) 4. d. 
Our Farhers have ſinned, and we their 
children ſmart, and ſuffer for it. Now 
the Lord, to ſhew that his ways are c- 
qual, declares, that he that is righte- 
ous, ſhall live, ver. 5. &c. Bur if ſuch 
vl 


a one hath a Son that proves wicked, F 


if that Son ſhall die, ver. x0. &c. Again, 
if if the Son of a wicked man fees, and 
_ abhors his Fathers wicked courſes, if 
lc he be righteous, he ſhall live, and ſhall 
.4 not bear his Fathers iniquity, v.14. &c. 
c yea, if a man have been never ſo wick- 
, ed, yet if he repent, and rurn, he ſhall 
« ſurely live, ver/. 21. &c, But in all this 
_ there is no promiſe of Eternal life to 
- all the Intant-ſeed of the wicked. 

wi LInt15, 7 29. And where are we 
7 tanght to dowbt the Salvation of the In- 
it fants of Fa- ans? ] Sometimes we are 


v troubled at ſome of your way, that 
, th-v ſcem to allow us no more ground 
d of hope, concerning «he Seed of the 
o Faithful, then concerning the Seed of 
I the Heathen and Fazans. Bur if it be 
P ſo clear, that none are to doubt the 
Salvation of the Infants of Pagans, we 
ſhould reſt ſarisficd,and think it enough 
thar the children of the faithful are 
pur into ſo good a condition. Burt I 
told you (in mv Treariſe of the Cove- 
nants, p. 359.) Thar to aſſert the Sal- 
vation of all that die in Infancy, ſeems 
to imply, that Gods deſtroving the old 
world; and Sodow, Fc. were eminent 
Alt; 
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As f Mercy, rather then of 7uftice ; 
wherein ſuch multitude of were 
ſent to Heaven toget , who they 
had lived, had probably (ar leaſt the 
greateſt part of them) gone to Hell, ] 
deſire you wonld remove this doubt of 
mine. So likewiſe I cannot yet recon- 
cile your opinion with that Reaſon the 
Lord gives for his ſparing Nimeveb, 
Fonas 4. 11. ( which Ialſo there took 
notice of.) Had there not been more 
Mercy, ſuppoſe the Lord had taken a- 
way above ſnxfcore thouſand little 
ones, that were not come to the uſe 
of reaſon, if then they had all been 
undoubredly ſaved ; then in ſparing 
them with the City, whereupon pro- 
bably nor one of very many of hem 
was ſaved. Help me over this doubr 
And if the Salvation of Pagans Infanrs 
s not to be doubred, (as you ſuggeſt ) 
then ſuppoſe the French King ſhould 
have power to over-run all the Pagan 
countries in the world, though he ſpoik 
ed, plundered, fired all the Towns 
where he came; yet provided he did 
but withal ſlay all their little ones, then 
will ir not follow, that he might he. 
looked upon as a greater Bleſſing than 
SCOUrge 
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Scourge to the world ? Had the world 
your light and knowledge, they muſt 
conclade, that they ought not to be 
ſo ſorry for the ſpoiling of their Coun- 
tries, (a temporal ity ) as they 
ſhould rejoyce, (have canſe of rejoy- 
cing indeed) that all their lrrle ones 
were undoubtedly ſaved, certainly 
ſent ro Heaven. And then what ſhall 
we make of Eph. 2. 3. And were by 
nature the children of wrath, even as 
others? And v.12. That all that time 
ze were without Chriſt, being aliens from 


the Common-wealth of Iracl, and [tr an- 
gers from the Covenants of Promiſe, ha- 


ving ko hope , and without God in the 
world, Having no hope.) If there be 
no ground to doubt of the Salvation 
of their Infants? is not here ſome 
hope ? 

But have you not forgotten that you 
told us, yon do net dowbr, bur the 
—_ made ro the Seed of the 

ighreous, and the promiſe of ſhew- 
ing mercy to the children of them that 
love God, &c. remain unrevaked ? 
how are thoſe promites made to their 
Seed, as ſuch, if as great mercy be 
enſured, and ſecured, procured by the 
death 


death of Chriſt, ro and for all Infants 
that die Infants, (as vou intimate An- 
£44. 37.P. 14. and in other places? And 
when you wou:d have the bleſſing of 
Abraham -( #rderſtanding it of eternal 
life) to belong to the Infants of the Gen- 
tiles, (as Antiq. 19. p. 14.) if you un- 
deritand, and rake in the Infants of the 
unbelieving, as well as believing Gen- 
tiles ; then do not you forget that Ex- 
preſſion, Gal. 3. 14. That the bleſſing 
of Abraham miyht come on the Gentiles, 
As to their Infants, you here ſuppoſe it 
to have been on them all along, and 
not to come on them, by their Parents 
receiving the Prom:ſe through faith. 
According to vour opinion, all Iifants 
are, and ever were blelled with faith- 
ful Abraham, nor withitanding many of 
the Parents have been, and are Pagans, 
Infidels, and ſuch” as the word Pro- 
nounces under a Curſe, Now, how 
may divers of vour own party (ſuch 
as you call Bapriſts) juſtly object that 
to youu , which without ground they 
are wont to object againſt us? yon 
would make the promiſe of Salvatio), 
run unto 4 fleſhly line indeed, ( as Mr. 
Baxter notes in his Review, p.33.) And 
who 


- who can forbid water, (now that Bap- 
nd riſm is the initiatory Sign and Seal of 
of the Covenant) to any dying Infant of . 
1 a Pagan, fince he may be confident 
me 
n- 
he 
N- 


che Blettings of the Covenant belong 
to it? 

You query #6; ſupra, (Antiq. 37. p. 
29.) Will not the ſecond Adams obed:- 
ence ſalve the firſt Adams diſobedrence ? 
And Antt7. 38, p. JO, Whether the me- 
"s ritorionſneſs of Chriſt 1s not as avail- 


_ able to ſave Infants, without ary mans 

br acceptance thereof for them? ] I doube © 
not, but the ſecond Adams obedience 

ri and merits are a\ aitabic, fo far as was 

on intended, and agreed berwixt the Fa- 

- ther and him. But ir lies on you to 


of prove, that it was (o mtended and a- 
greed, thar all Infants, ſo dying, ſhall 


» abſolutely be ſaved. 
_ Antiq. 37. Þ. 29. Whether it be his 
h will, that the grace of that Covenant 
, ſhould depend upon others obſervation 
| of the condition # them? And whether 
, this be not to put the Salvation of Infants 
_ out of hit own hand? Infants are not 
x taved by the Covenant of grace, which 
4 is [toBelievers and their Sced;) if they 
neither be Believers, -nor the Seed of 


: B ſuch. 
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fuch. Only that I be not miſunder- 
ſtood, I add, If any that enjoy not the 
Goſpel, that never heard that joyful 
found, come up to the terms of the 
Covenant of Grace made with Adam 
and Noah, I rank not them and their 
Seed with Infidels. 

To what you ſay of Gods, [ptting 
the Salvation of Infants out of h1s own 
hand :} 1 need fay but this, you might 
as well query, whether God pur not 
the Salvation of the Adult our of his 
own hand , if their Salvation be ſuf- 
pended on performance of the condi- 
tion required. 

One thing more I cannot but ob- 
ſerve, (wherein I ſuppoſe you are a lit- 
tle ſingular alſo) In Antiq. 26. p. 19. 
Yon make your [mpoſition of hands as 
generally pertaming 10 Members of the 
Church, as Baptiſm, ( Where I might 
note, that you ſeem to grant, Bap- 
tim generally pertains to the Mem- 
bers of the Church. (But that by the 
way.) Now elſewhcre * you tell us, 
that [In this holy Ordinarce of Prayer 
and Impoſition of hands, we are in a ſo- 
lemm mauncr xfbered into the promiſe of 
the boly Spirit. You go on, [[mpoſition 
of 


of hands doth put us in 4 better Capa- 
city to ſeek. _—_ for the gifts and graces 
of the Spirut ; becauſe now ſol inte 
reſted in the promiſe, by that very way 
the primitive Saints were antereſted 
therein, ACt.8.15,17. ACt.19.2,6. 2Tim. 
1.6, Heb. 6. 1, 2. --—Whaz ſhall 1 ſay ? 
The Scriptares (or, theſe Scriptures) 
are evidence ſufficient, that this Ordi- 
nance 1s of Divine Inſtitution, 1s from 
Heaven ; the promiſe which it leads to, 
x perpetual, and nnjverſal, it belongs t9 
the whole body. There ts one Body, and 
one Spirit, &c. This is the concluſion 
of the Sermon, (p. 96, 97.) And what 
gifs of the Spirit you ſpeak of is very 
plain, throughout the Sermon. For 
brevity, I will mention but one place, 
(Þ. 77.) Thus you ſee the Church bein 

under perpetual Exhortations, to leet 
for ſpirnual gifts [ without any reftri- 
thon,] ann” _. 1 infers her perpetual 
right to them, and every of themy which 
confider ation alone 55 ſaffcien (as I con- 
ceive) to ſatisfie any Chriſtian, that the 
promiſe of the Spirit (even the ſame that 
was given to the firſt Churches) in r6- 
ſpelt of gifts as well as graces, belongs ts 
the Church of Chriſt throughons all 
Ages. B 2 Now 


Now if Impoſit:on of hands generally 
pertains to all the Members-of the 
Church, and ſolemnly intereſteth them 
in the promiſe of the Spirit, methinks 
it ſhould follow, that all ſuck Mem- 
bers, on whom you lay your hands, 
(ſuppoſing you have r:9hr to do it, as 
you rake up the practice, 1f I be not 
miſ-informed ) ſhould have ſome ex- 
traor dinary aſt s of the Spirit. And I 
have reaſon to think, you encourage 
your fojlowers to ſubmit to this /-po- 
fition, by working in them ſuch a per- 
{waſion and expectation. For ( p. 88. 
of the forecited Sermon ) you have 
theſe words, As the promiſe of gifts 
( 45 well as graces) | pertains 10 us 4s 
we are the called of God] we omen to 
ftir one another wp, to ſeer, with all dilt- 
gence, and [ full aſſmrance } for the Spi- 
rit of promiſe. And ÞP. 95. *'Tis well 
known ( and [ think granted on all hands ) 
toat they (1. the Primitive Churches) 
uſed the ſolemn Ordinance of Prayer and 
Impoſuion of hanas, for obtainins rhe 
promiſed Spirit, at leaſt with reſpett to 
theſe gifts, -—Then ſeeing theſe pifts are 
promuſed to us as well as unto them, and 
are Aitainable, and in part (at leaſt) at- 
I 4iKt 


(27) 
tained by many, what ſhould hinder the 
Chmrches, but that now they ſbould tread 
in this path, with faith, and [ full afſu- 
rance ] that a bleſſing us in it ? Bur 
while you call for full aſſurance here, 
| am full of doubr, that you have no 
ſuch Promiſe, nor Commullion for your 
practice [of /mpoſition of hands, for con- 
ferring the gifts of the Holy Ghoſt.] Take 
heed of pretending a Commuſſion from 
Heaven ; take heed of counterferting 
Heavens Seal, Oh, be afraid of tak- 
ing Gods Name in vain. Will you 
herein imitate the Apoſtles * May it 
not be ſaid of you, Yon know not what 
Spirit you are off May you not as 
well take upon you, to lay hands on 
the Sick to heal themn ? » Becauſe: of 
that, Adark 16. 18. They ſpall lay hands 
on the Sick , and they ſball recover : or, 
anomt them with Ol in the Name of the 
Lord, becauſe of what you reag, Mark 
6.13. 7am. 5. 14. | dare not /imit God 
or his holy Spirit: and I defire, thar 
you may not rempr; him. - When you 
nave pleaded all you. can for the con- 
tinuance of thoſe extraordinary gifts, 
and for the promiſe of them being per- 
petal wniverſal to the whole body, 
B 3 and 


(22) 
and pertaining to us 45 we ar# the cab- 
hed of God, (whereupon it follows, that 
they ſhould pertain to all thar are cal 
led of God) yer experience will con- 
fate you, and prove, they are not ſo 
ordinary. When you make Prayer and 

fron of hands, The meant ordained 


To which of. God ta abtaan theſe gifts, (SET. P. 94. 
ſee ſome- 95.)/1 might retort ſome of your own 
_ words, Antiq. 2 3.p. 25. Shew «ts what 
riſe of the Senefir, Oc. And Ant1gq. 39. PX 31. 

re- 


Covenants Name one—- Name one that 
p 43% &*- ceived thoſe gifts of the Holy Ghoft, 
in Mr.Whj. BY The 1aying on of your hands. If the 
os Priv. gift of healing, &c. was ſeen to follow, 
.o theſe might draw in more to you then 
Bape your Writing or Diſputing. And I wiſh 
you would be adviſed, ere you encou- 
rage all your hearers ro ſeek for Spi- 
ritual gifts, without any reſtriftion ; 
teſt Women ſeek to Propheſy z or men 
ſeck new Revelations, and fo turn Ex- 
thwſiaſts, and think themielves above 

Mans teaching. 

There is enough to be ſaid againſt 
your Impoſition of hands ; though | have 
nothing to ſay againſt Confirmation, 
being duly and orderly performed z 
but have long wiſhe for the Reſtoring 

of. 


of it. So I have nothing againſt /av- 
poſition of hands, in ſerting apart per- 
{ons that are proved, 
work of the Miniſtry. But thus per- 
tains not to every Member of the 
Church. 

I can paſs by what you ſay of me, 
that 1 am worſe for my Baptiſm in bn 
fancy, as reſting upon that, &ec. Antiq. 
49. Þ- 32. Doth net Conſcience tell 
you, that the Baptiſm of Men and Wor 
men upon proſe of faith and reper 

is beyond the reach of contrads- 
fon ?] The Bapriſing of ſuch as were 


eth not the Baprtiſing of the Infants of 
ſuch, -being alſo to be 
Church-Members. Neither can you 
ſhew in all the New-Teltament. one 
inſtance of any Bapriſcd upon their 
profeſſion , who de ed their Chil- 
drens Baptiſin (if Infants) till they were 
grown up, and able to make the like 


profeſſion. 
B 4 But 


But to come a little nearer to you ; 
would yon have none. but Men and 
Women Bapriſed ? Then do you not 
forger your ſelf agaim ? and whit you 
ſaid, Antiq. 39. p.31. Who « gguinf 
as early an engagement of children to 
God, as can lawfully be made ?) Now 
this one conceſſion of yours, that you 
are for as earl; an engaging ther to 
God, as can lawfully be , will. prove 
your way not ſo certain, not altogether 
clear, (as yon would perſwade your 
Readers in your Preface ) not beyond 
the reach of contradiftion, but full of 
doubts, full 'of difficutries. If the 
children of Chriſtians are not to be 
engaged, and devoted to God m their 
Infancy , yon' can none of you tell, 
(how then are yon like to agree) «t 
what age they are to be fo ged, 
and devoted toGod ? What think you ? 
Is it not ſinf#! to negleft and put it off, 
when once mt might lawfully be done ? 
Now what wr what Example can 
you preduce out of Scripture, to ſa- 
tisfhe Conſcience how early you may do 
It? Whar was the youngeſt Ape that 
ever any Chriſhans child was Bapriſed 
at? And if you could tefl-us the 
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"IF 
minimmm - quod fic,' ard quod non, the 
yolingeſt age at which any child was 
Baptifed, and under which age none 
might be Bapriſed, it would be ſome 
guide to vs. Becauſe you = the 
matter to my Conſcience,l would ſpeak 
ſeriouſly. And fo I muſt ſay, was loff 
from the grownds of Infant-Baptiſm , 1 
cannot ſee, how Confcience would be 
well ſatisfied about the time of Bap- 
tizing my own Children. © 'To defer it 
after they are come to make a viſible 
profeſſion , by your own Principles, 
ſhould be concluded finful, againſt rhe 
Rule of the Goſpel ; but how ſoon a 
Childs profeſſion may be taken for a 
ſufhcient viſible profeſſion, I ſhould not 
know how to reſolve, or how to de- 
rermine. 

I have one requeſt 'to yon, that yon 
would take into your more ſerions 
thoughts that part of the laſt Puery 
which you left our. Think how much 
of it you have granred unto. And ler 
us ſtudy the things thar make for 
Peace, and whereby we may edifice one 
another. 

What you ſcem to hide from your 
Readers, 1 ſhall give you the ſubſtance 
ot 


(26) 
of (more briefly) out of Mr. Baxter; 
Review, P. 27. * That if you would be 
« contented your ſelves, to farisfe 
« your own Conſciences to be 
« tized, (as one that doubted whether 
« he were well Married, would ſecure 
« it, by being Married over again) and 
« would afterwards live peaceably in 
« Communion with your Brethren , 
« and not appropriate Church-Com- 
« munion to your Seft : And if you 
« would not deny our Infants part in 
« the Covenant of Grace, the promiſe 
« of Pardon, and life by Chriſt, and 
« our Infants Church - Memberſhip, 
« and only deferred the Bapriſmal 
« yeſtiture, as Tertwllian deſired, for 
« the more ſolemn Inauguration and 
« Obligation ; Though 1 ſhould not be 
« of your mind, 1 ſhould live in as lov- 
« ing forbearance and communion 
« with you, as with other Chriſtians, 
The Lord direct all his profeſſing 
people into the way of Truth, and 
Peace, fo prays 


Tour Friend 
J. B.- - 
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Teſtament, as moſt things in the 


(47) 


already in Mr. Tz writings, then it will 
be more eafie for you to return an 
Anſwer , which if clear and ſuccinR, 
may more befriend your cauſe than 
greater volumes. 
Preparatory Enquiries, 

7. Isnot the Scriprure mare ſparing v. p. 3. 
m ſuch caſes as theſe ? 

1. In ſpeaking of thoſe ro whom it 
_ not, as concerning the Hea- 
then, and concerning Infants ? ' 2. In 
leller points?'. 3. In points not then 
queſhoned ? Does not the New- 
Teſtament ſpeak more ſparingly of that 
which is more fully diſcovered in the © 
old? And is not this the very caſe 
here > The main Queſtion not being 
(By what fign Members are robe ad- 
mitred into the Church,)] or [wherher 
by a ſign, or without 7] bur [Ar what 
ave they are to be admitred Members?] 
which is as fully determined in the old 


Bible ; 


\ 


v. p. 5. 


v. p. 6. 


(28) 
Bible ; and therefore what need any 
more ? 

2, Will the difficulty of a point, that 
it is not ſo caſie or clear as we would 
have it, prove, that it is not Truth? 
The Apoſtle Perer tells us many things 
are hard to be underſtood, even in 
Paxls Epiſtles ; yet are they not truths 
for all that ? Are there not many 
weighty Controverſies more difficult 
than this? (And ſhould it not be con- 
ſidered, whether the contrary hath not 
far leſs evidence and likelihood of 
Truth?) 

2, If never fo clear evidence of 
Truth be produced, will it not ſtill be 
dark to them that are uncapable of 
diſcerning it ? And 15s nor this the caſe 
of many, even of the godly, that are 
bur children in knowledge? 

4. When the caſe is fo difficult that 
we cannot attain to a clearneſs and 
certainty, muſt we not follow the 
more probable way? And thongh 
there ould be far more ſaid aganft 


V.P. 125: Infant-Bapriſm than harh been ſaid ; 


yet if far more may be ſaid againſt 
your way of Baptiſm, ſhould not this 
ſtop you # 

5. And 


+ 


5. And is it not a ſpirit of raſhneſs ,, ,, . 
and hcadineſs, that runs men preſently i: 
upon new , untried ways, upon eyer 
Sudring about the old? would _ 
tender Conſciences, who know errors +» Pp. 6. 
to be dangerous, wait, and pray, and 
enquire of thoſe that are likely to in- 
form them, Tc. before they venture ? 

6, Is the overthrow of a mans for- 
mer weak grounds, the overthrow of ,, Þ. 7. 
the Truth which he held ? "Or is the | 
overthrow of other mens weak argu- 
ments a weakning of the Truth which 
they maintain ? 

7. Is not one found Argument c- 
nough ro prove any thing true? what 
if all the Texts that are brought were 
put by, fave one, is not that enough? 

8. Should not the former and pre- 
ſent cuſtoms of the holieſt Saints and 
Churches, be of great weight with 
humble moderate Chriſtians in caſes 
controverted, and beyond their reach? 

9. Are not evident conſequences, or v, p. 8. 
Arguments drawn by reaſon trom Scrt- 
pture, as true proof, as the very ex- 
preſs words of a Text? If it be proved, 
[that all Church-Members muſt be ad- 
mirted by Bapriſn.] And then proved, 

| [That 
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[That Infants are Church-Members :] 
is not this as much, as to prove, They 
muſt be Baptized? Will you allow of 
ſuch an Argument for Infant-Bapriſm 
as Chriſt brought for the Reſurrection? 
(Mat.22.31,32.) or will you call that 
weak arguing, which is like his ? 

10. Is this Controveriie in it ſelf 
conſidered, of 1o great moment, as 
ſome make it? Is it a fundamental 
poirit, and dury, of abſolute necethiry 
to ſalvation, (why then was not Bap- 

'p. 244, film in the Creed called the Apoitles?J 
11, Aarh. 16. 16. faith only, He that be- 
lieveth nat 1s condemned; not, He that 
1s not Baptiſed. Doth not the Apo- 
{tle ſpeak of Baptizing, as a ſmall part 
of his work, in compariſon of Preach- 
ng, 1 Cor. 1.14,17. Thongh all Chriſts 
commands, both great and ſmall, muſt 
be obeyed, fo far as we know them ; 
yer-if Chriſttans make that which is 
comparatively fo ſmall a point, a chief 
part of their ſtndy and conference, and 
tay out at leaſt one half of their zeal 
about it, are not ſuch deluded ? - And 
if they were in the Truth here, yet is 

not that Truth a ſnare to them ? 
v.p.12, 11, Tho thepoint of Infant-Bapriſm 
be 


31 
be comparatively of leſs moment ; yet 
whether the grounds on which it ſtands 
and which are uſually denied with ir, 
be not of great moment ? 
Now to the Queſtion, [whether ſome 
Infants onght not to be Baptized?) 
(1.) Ought not all Chriſts Diſciples ”- P- 15. 
ordinarily to be Bapnized ? (MMa:. 28. 
Ig. wamwrdox]s, make ye Diſciples, 
Baptizaing them,) And are not fame In- 
fants Chriſts Diſciples > May not the 
word [Diſciple] be taken in a larger %.p. 14. 
ſenſe, Relatively ; for one that is of the 
numbesof thoſe that belong to Chriſt, 
as Maſter and King of the Church, 
and devored to his overſight and rule, 
and reaching for the future : as well 
as in a narrower ſenſe, for thoſe who 
are actual Learners? And 
(1.) Doth not the Holy Ghoſt call *. p. 15 
them Diſciples? At 15. 10, Is1t not 
evident, that thoſe on whoſe 'necks rhe 
falſe Teachcrs would have laid the yoke, 
were Diſciples? If you ſay, not All, but 
ſome of them are here called Diſciples, v. p. 16. 
that is, only them at Age ; then will 
it not follow, that it is but ſome only, 
whoſe Circumcifion the Apoſtle and 
the Synod doth conclude againtt, that 
15, 


32 | 
is, thoſe of age? Then for any" ming 
the Apoſtle ſaith, or this Synod, a 
Infants might be circumciſed {till : and 
1s not this abſurd ? 

2. If no Infanrs are Diſciples, what 
is the cauſe? Is i becauſe they are 
not capable ? or becauie God will not 
ſhew them ſuch mercy * Can you find 
our a third cauſe, which 1s not redu- 
cible to one of theſe ? And 1. If In- 
fants are capble of being ſervants of 
God, how can they be thought incapa- 
ble of being Diſciples ? If you will 
make a ditierence, is not more requt- 
red to a Servant, than toa Diſciple ? 
Yer is it not plain, that Infants are 
capable of being Gods Servants ? Lev. 
25. 41, 42. If God call Infants his Ser- 
vants, though they are uncapable at 
preſent of doing him Service, what 
torbids, but that we may call them 
Ditciples, tho ar preſent they are un- 
capable af :;learning ? Were nor the 
jews and their Infants called Gods 
ſervants in a ſenfe pecuhar, as choſen 
and ſeparated from all others ; that 
the Genriles ar age were not ſo Gods 
ſervants, as the Yews Infants were? 
Otherwiſe how could it be a reaſor 

for 
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for releafirig them m the year of ſu- 
bilee, any more than for releaſing any 
other ? 


2. Are not Infants yr Wh 27; 


Subjects of Chriſts dom? And 

not Chriſts Church his Kingdom 
and his School, and every Member of 
it under him, both as King and Pro- 
phert? Are not all Subjets of Chriſt 
in his viſible Kingdom or ( Church } 
Chriſtians ? And are not Diſciples and 
Chriſtians all one in the Language of 
the Holy Ghoſt, 42. x1. 26. 

Again, can it be, that Infants are 
not Diſciples, becauſe God will nor ſhew 
them ſuch Mercy? Were not Infants 
in the Jewiſh Church Servants and 
_ ſciples of Chriſt, (tho not {© fully, 

and licitly as now?) was not Chriſt 
then the King of the Charch, as Me- 
diator, upon undertaking to pay onr 
debr ? And if Infants in the Jews 
Church were Servants, and Diſciples, 
doth not God ſhew as great and great- 
er mercy to his Church now under the 
Goſpel ? 

And to your common objeRion, thar 
Infants camor learn. (1.) Yet can they 
not partake of che RE_G and pro- 


viſion 


V.p.22., 
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viſion of their Maſter, and enjoy the 
Priviledges of the Family and School, 
and be under Chriſts charge and Do- 
\ minion? (2.) And be devored to Learn- 
ing, if they live, and conſecrated to 
him as the Maſter? (3.) And why 
ſhould any be more vigorous with 
Chriſt in. this caſe, than with Men? Is 
it not common to-call the whole Na- 
tign of the Tarks, bothnald and young, 
by the name of Mahometans, or Diſc 
ples of Mahomet ? And what if Infarits 
cannot at firſt learn tro know Chriſt ? 
I that the firſt Leſſon? Is it not ſome- 
what, if they can be raught any of the 
duty of a rational qeature ? And doth 
not Scripture require.to reach Children 
the trade of their life «n the time of 
their youth ; (as carly,no doubt,as they 
are able to underſtand) and to bring 
them up in the nurture and aamonition 
of the Lord? And does not this nur- 
rure belong to them, as Schellars of 
Chriſt ? 

(z.) Onght not all ordinarily to be 
Baptized, that ought to be admitted 
viſuble Church- Members ? Since Bap- 
tilin was inſtituted, have we any Pre- 
cept or Example of admitting viſible 

Members 


Members any other ? Will ; 
not grant, that all viſible Chndhe v.p.26, 
Members mult be admitted by Bap- 
tiſm? Now what plentiful proof may 
be brought, that Infants ought 
to be admitted viſible Church-Mem- 
bers? And does there need any more 
to prove, that they ought to be Bap- 
tized ? 

( 1.) Whether were not ſome In- 
fants once to be admitted Members of 
the viſible Church, by the mercifal gift 


and intment of - God , not yet re« 
men's 


Were not Infants part of them that 
entered into Covenant with the Lord, 
that he _ ftebliſh them for _—_ 
ple to himſelf, and might be to 
a God? Demt. 29. 10, 11, 12, 13. And v.p.27. 
were not Infants engaged to God by 
the Seal of his Covenant, [Circamc:- 
fon? If you fay, That this merciful 
gift of God to Infants, and ordinance 
for their Church-Memberſhip is repeal- 
ed, does it not lic on you to prove it? 
yet how will you fail herein 3; where- 
4s it 1s eaſie to prove the contrary? Ky 
(1.) If this Ordinance and merciful ,, fy, 38; 
Gift be repealed and revoked, whether  * 
C2 is 


v. p.99. 


v. þ. 40. 


is it. in Mercy, or in Juſtice ? whether 
is.it for their good, or for their hurt? 

Dare you ſay, that God hath re- 
pealed Infants ch-Memberſhip to 
their hurt, in juſtice? Did he ever re- 
voke his Mercies in Juſtice to the par- 
ties hurt, nill firſt brake Covenant 
with him, and ſo procured it by thei 
own deſert ? Now, were there not 
many few: that believed, and did not 
forſake the Covenant of God ? How 
then could theſe or their Infants, be 
pur out of the Church in juſtice to 
their hurt ? 

Or can you ſay, that it is in Mercy 
for their good? How can it be a mercy 
to take away a mercy, except it be to 
give a greater mercy inſtead of it ? 

ow, is there any greater mercy given 
to Infants than Church-Memberſbip ? 
Thoſe Infants which were in the Church 
before Chriſt, had they not God enga- 
ged in Covenant to be their God, and 
to take them for his pecaliar le, 
Dext, 29. 10, 11, 12. And SENS 
were aliens to the Common-wealth of 
Iſrael, were they not ſtrangers to the 
covenant of Promiſe, and without hope, | 
ana without God in the World, Eph. 2. 

IZ. 
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12, And is there any Scripture that 

ſpeaketh of delivering any from this 

{ad eſtate, but Church- Members? And 

when God addeth to the Church ſuch as 

ſhall be ſaved, can it be any known 

way of mercy, to be caſt, or put our of 

the Church? Did Chriit come in ths 

fleſh to put Infants out of his Church 

in mercy? Will you ſay, he could 

more fitly ſave them our of his Church, 

thaninit? And if it be no benefit ro 

the Catholick Church to have Infants +». p-42, 

kept out of Heaven, nor any hurt ro 

the Church to ſee them there z why 

ſhould it be a benefit to the whole 

Church to have them kept out on 

Earth? or any hurt to the Church to 

ſee them Members here ? And what. 

ſoever it may be to ſtrangers, yet how 

can it ſeem ſuch a mercy to Parents, 

to have their Children put out of the 

Church ? why then hath God made 

ſuch promiſes to Parents for their Seed z 

as if much of the Parents comfort lay 

in their Childrens Welfare? And hath 

God no mercy for Infants ? or can he 

not ſhew mercy to the whole Church (+, epif/e 

in an eaſier way, than by caſting out ro Bewd- 

all their Infants 2 What great comfort ly, p. 7, 
C3 would 


7" RIES 

would follow this concluſion, Thit all 
your Infants are our of Chriſts viſible 
Church? Can you prove, that Chiift 
will ſave thoſe that are no Chriſtians? 
not ſo much as viſibly or ſeemingly 
Subjects of his Kingdom ? If ſome pri» 
viledges were taken away, as the 

leaſe of the Jews ſervants, &c. yet are' 
there not far greater given in their 
ſtead ? | 

(2.) Is it not evident from Rom. 11, 
17. That only ſome of the Branches were 
broken off from the Church: Therefore 
to the reſt that remained in, the gift 
. was not repealed. Dorh not the Apo- 
ſtle ſay it of rhar Church, whereof In- 
fants were Members with their Pa- 
rents, that but ſome were broken off 
from this Church ? ( And how- far is 
the whole Church -from being diffol- 
ved?) And who can imagine, that God 
ſhould caſt out the Infant, (that came 
im for the Parents ſake) while rhe Pa- 
rents remain in the ſame Church? 

3. Is it not evident from Rom.11.20. 
That none of the Zews were broken off 
but for «nbelief ? And conſequently, 
that Believers and their ſeed were not 
broken off? Will you ſay, that the 

Apoſtle 


"=_ ſpeaketh thefe of the Inviſible 
urch? Doth he not ſpeak of that », p. 45; 
Church, whereof the Jews were natu- 

ral Branches, ( v. 24. ) and was not 

that the Viſible Church ? And if the 
breaking oft was viſible, (ſuch wherein v. p. 46. 
Gods ſeverity was to be beheld by the 
Genriles, as v. 22.) was it not from 

the Viſible Church drefly ? Could 

there be _a viſible breaking off, or re- 

oral. an inviſible rerm ? 

E""(T'W it be into their own Olive, v. p. 48, 
(which they were broke off from, and 

of which they were natzral branches ) 

that the Fews ſhall be re-ingraffed at 

their recovery ; (as Rom. 11. 24.) then 

how is Gods Ordinance for their Inv 

fant Church-Memberſhip repealed ? Is 

not their own Olive their own Church? +, p. 49, 
And did not their own Church ever 

contam -Infants, as Members? As it 

will, when it is bur part of the Catho- 

lick Church ; tho they be not reſtored 

to the Moſaical Law, or Covenant of 
mu but taken into the Catho- 

ick Church. 


( 5.) Is it not the ſame Olive, or ,, p. Fo. * 
Church, which the Jews were broken 
C 4 off 
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off from, that we Genti/es are graffed 
into, as Rom. 11. 17, 19, 24? And if 
their Church admitted Infant- Mem- 
bers, and ours be the ſame, muſt not 
ours admit of Infant-Members alſo? 
Is it not plain from the Texr, that the 
Olive, or Church it (elf remained ſtill, 
only ſome Branches were broken off, 
and others of the Gentiles ingraffed in 
their ſtead? Then how, inat@caken 
down any further than 8*renus* 
nial accidentals ? 

&.p.51, (6.) Would not Chriſt have gather- 
ed fernſalem, (which is uſually put for 
all 7«dea,and the Fewiſh Nation?) Mar. 
23.37, 38, 39. And isit likely that he 
would have unchurched all their I- 
fants, when he would have gathered 
to him whole 7erxſalem, or the whole 
Nation ? 

v.p.g2. (7.) Canye —_ the believing 
Jews children ( and fo the Parents in 
point of comfort) to be in a worſe con- 
dition ſince Chriſt, than they were be- 
fore» Did Chriſt come to make Be. 
lievers or their children miſerable, or 
bring them into a worſe condition ? 

VP. 53. And is it not a far worſe condition to 
be ont of rhe viſible Church, than in it? 

Hath 
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Hath not Chriſt made larger 
ſes ro his Church Viſible, than to any 
in the world thar are not of the Church? 
what promiſe 1s there to others, except 
the conditional upon their coming in? 

8. If the Church of Chriſt be nor in v. p. 55. 
a worſe ſtate now (in regard of the 
Childrens happineſs, and rhe Parents 
comfort) than it was before Chriſts 
coming, then will it not follow, that 
aur children ought to be admirted 
Church-Members, and conſequently 
that Ordinance and merciful Gift is 
not repealed ? 

(9.) If the Children of Believers now ,, p. 56. 
be pur our of the Church , then are 
they not in a worſe condition than the 
very Children of the Gentiles were be- 
fore the coming of Chriſt ? Is ir not 
the expreſs Letter of Gods Law, that 
any ſtranger that would come in, might 
bring his children, and all be Circum- 
ciſed , and admitted Members of the 
Zews Church? 

(10.) Was not the Covenant, Det. v. P. 57. 
29.10,11,12. (which all the Jews, with 
all their lirtle ones, were enter'd into 
with God) a Covenant of Grace, (as di- 
ſtint from the Laws which was re- 
pealed?) 


V.P.2FI. 


v. p.F8. 


vp. 59. 


o 


pealed ?) How then is it, or their 
Church-Memberſhip grounded on ir 
repealed ? Is not that a Covenant of 
Grace, wherein God raketh them to 
be his people, and engagerh to be their 
God? Hath God entred into ſuch a 
Covenant with any ſince the Fall, bur 
in Chriſt, and upon terms of Grace ? 
Is not that a Covenant of Grace, where- 
in the Lord promiſeth to Circxmciſe 
their hearts, and the hearts of their 
Seea, &'c. Sce Heb. 10. 16, 17. And 
doth not the Apoſtle Pax! cite thoſe 
words of faith, Kom. 10. T 6, Ty 8. our 
of this very Covenant? Compare Dexr. 
30. 11, 12, 13, 14. with the Text laſt 
cited. 

( 11. ) If Infants then were centred 
and engaged Church-Members,by that 
Circumciſion, which was a Seal of the 
Righteouſneſs of Faith, and was not 
givenon Legal grounds, (as Rom. 4.11.) 
how comes that Church-Memberſhip 
of Infants to be repealed? ls it any 
other than a ſhift, to ſay, that it was 
only ſuch a Seal of Abrahams righte- 
ouſnets of Faith? Is not the nature, 
end, and uſe of Sacraments, or holy 
engaging Signs aid Scale, the ſame ra 
all, 


43 
all, though the fruit be not alway the 
ſame ? 

(12.) If the Law of Infants Church- 
Memberſhip was no part of the Cere- 
monial, or meerly 7adicial Law, nor 
yet of the Law of Works, ( as ſuch ) 
how can you fay, that it is repealed , 


* ſeeing no other Laws are repealed ? 


Will you ſay, 1t was part of the Law » 
Works, which knows no mercy to thoſe 
who have once offended ? Was not 
Church-memberſhip a mercy? And if 
It was part of the Ceremonial Law,what 
was it a type of? What is the Anti- 
type that hath ſucceeded it ? And how 
could this be part of the meerly Zudi- 
cial Law, ſeeing Infants were Church- 
members long before the time of Me- 
ſes, when the Jews were formed into a 
Commorr- wealth , and the Judicial . 
Laws given them? And can you ſay, 


that this was proper to the Jews? Was ®P. 60, 


it given to them only ; that is, only ta 
Iſazc and his Seed, on whom the few 
priviledges were enfailed ? Were not 
many hundreds circumciſed as Church- 
members (and among them many In- 
fants) in Abrahams family before [aac 


was born; and fo all the Proſelites 
(with 


Sf \ 


v. p. 61. 


v. p.79. 


4) | 
(with their Infants ) afterwards thar 
would come 1n ? 

(13.) Is it not clear, that there is 
an Univerſal Church viſible ? And that 
every one that is a Mcmber of a parti- 
cular Church, is alſo a Member of the 
Univerſal > And that the Fews Infants 
were Members of the Univerſal > And 
that this Univerſal Church is not diffol- 
ved ? Now, muſt not he thar will at- 
firm, the whole ſpecies of Infants are 
caſt out of the Univerſal viſible Church, 
prove it well? And fince we find that 
they were once in it, what need we 
any more proof, that they remain in, 
till it can be ſhewn where it is revoked ? 
And is it any good conſequence, that is 
ferchr from the removal of a particu- 
lar Church, or of the Zews particular 
Church to breaking off from the Uni- 
verſal? If a Jew had been forced into 
a ſtrange Country, yet had not both he 
and his children there been Members 
of the Univerſil Church? 

( 14. ) Is not that falſe Doftrine, 
which makes the children of the Faith- 
ful ro be in as bad, or a worſe condi- 
tion, than the Carſe [Dewt. 28. 32,41.] 
doth make the children of Covenant- 
breakers 


breakers to be in? Is it noe aid, (v.4.) 
that thoſe that keep the Covenant are 
bleſſed in the frait of their Body ? And 
of Covenant-breakers, (v. 18. 32, 41.) 
Curſed ſhalt thow be in the Fruit of thy 
Body : Thy Sons and thy Dawghters ſhall 
be groen to anather people ; They ſhall 
0 znto Captivity?) Now, is it not @ 
curſe to be put out of the whole 
Viſible Church of Chriſt, than togo into 
Capevity? To be im Captivity is bur 
a Bodily judgment direfth, bur w it 
not 4:retty a Spiritual judgment to be 
out of the Church ? 


puts Infants out of the viſible Church 
of Chriſt, leave them in the viſible 
Kingdom of the Devil > Doth not the 
World and the Charch contain all man- 


kind, according to the ordinary Scrip-« 


(15.) Doth not the Doctrine, which v. p.71, 


rure-diſtriburtion ? If you ſay, Infanrs v. p. 72. 


may be of the inviſible Church, is noe 
the viſible Church wider than the in- 
viſible ; That ordinarily we may not 
judg any to be of the inviſible Church, 
who are not of the viſible ? 

(16.}And will you leave vs no ſound 
gr hope of the juſtification, or 
ſalvation of any dying Infants in the 
world ? 


vp, 82: 


v.p.B83. 


-©,p.74. world? Can we have any true ground 


of Chriſtian hope that they ſhall be ſa- 
ved, who are not ſo much as ſeemingly 
(ar viſio) in a ſtate of Salvation, and 
ſo die? To judge a thing to be what 
it doth not any way ſeem, or appear to 
be, is it not Gikely aitxaly , but alway 
virtually, and mterpretarively, a falle 
t. And if they that are not 
of the rrue Church are not in a ſtate 
of Salvation, then will it not follow, 
that they that ſeem not to be of that 
Church, do not ſo much as ſeem to be 
in a ſtate of Salvation ? 

(17.) Whar a full plam Text is that, 
x Cor. 7. 14. Are the children of. Be- 
lievers holy in ſtate ? then ought they 
not to be admitted viſible Church- 
members ? Are not all Divines agreed 
im the definition of the Church, That 
It 18 a Society of perſons ſeparated from 
the world to God? Will not this Text 
prove children holy, by a ſtated ſepa- 
ration to God ? Is not the conſtant ſenſe 
of rhe word [holy] a ſeparation ro God? 
And were not the Infants of the faith- 
ful Church-members, and ſo holy, be- 
fore Chriſts time? And is it not moſt 


probable that the Apoſtle ſpeaks of the 
"2 Y WS, ſame 
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ſame hind of holineſs, which was the or- 
dinary priviledge of the ' faithful be- 
fore? Bur utrerly improbable thar he 
ſhould ſpeak of no other holineſs here 
but legit:mation, (which common to 
the children of Pagans ?) And if to be 


holy in the Apoſtles ſenſe here, be no v. p. 84. 


more than to be lawfally begotten, then 
may we not call al ons holy, that 
are not Baſtard: ? is not almoſt 
all the world holy ? . Becauſe Baftards 
are called clean, wilbit therefore fol- 
low, that the /egir:mate may be called 
holy? The Beaſts that chewed the Cad, 
and had cloven feet, were clean, will 
you therefore ſay, they were holy ? 


(18.) When it is faid, Mark 10.14. v.p.I10g. 


Of ſuch uw the King don of God,) whe- 
ther this be not more , than they 


be viſible Church- Members ? And whe- , p, 106, 


ther theſe which Chriſt cook wp 1n-his 
Armest, and Bleſſed, were not Members 
of his viſible Charch?” Are any viſibly 
Bleſt withour the viſible Church * And 
is it not conſiderable, thar all the three 
former Evangeliſts make full mention 
of theſe paſſages of Chriſt? Is it. nor 
evident, that they were taken for Do- 
ftrines of moment for the ey" 

FR infOr- 
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information ?” And whether thoſe words 
of Chriſt ſo plain, and earneſt, [ ſafer 
little Children to come ante me, and for- 
bid them not] be not a better Plea at 
Judgment for our admitting Infants , 
than any that ever yet you have 
brought for _— them ? Turn over 


Epiſtle to your Bible, and ſee if you can find 


where Chriſt or his Apoſtles have ſaid 
as much againſt our admitting Infants 
Church-members, and then conſider, - 
which way is ſafeſt. 


Now to the Common Objeftions. 


(r.) If theſe Texts be objetted, Rom. 

9. 8, They that are the Children of the 
fleſh, theſe are nat the Children of God, 
but the Children of the Promiſe are ac- 
counted for the Seed, Eph. 2. 3. We are 
Natwre the Children of Wrath.] To 
firſt Text, what is it the Apoſtle 
mainly drives at, but that Men are 
not therefore ſaved, becauſe they are 
Abraham's carnal feed , ( and conſe- 
quently, not becauſe they are the car- 
pal ſeed of any other ?) And is it their 
certain Salvation, or their Charch-+ 
Memberſhip, that we diſpute for ( in 
regard 


— 


regard of Individuals?) And further; 


doth the Apoſtle ſpeak one word againſt 
the pelollatys of thoſe Infants, whoſe 
Parents violated not Gods Covenant, 
nor fell away ? If a man ſhould affirm, 
That all the Infants of the faichful (6 
dying) are certainly ſaved, is there a 
ſyllable in the Text againſt him? Were 
they not aged wnbelievers that the Apo- 
ſtle excludeth here? +7 

And ro Eph. 2, 3. What though we 


are by natyre the children of wrath; 


Doth it follow, that we may not be 
otherwiſe by grace ? Again; may fot 
children be viſible Church-members, 
and yet perhaps childre$ of wrath too? 
Were not all the chilaren of Church- 
members a both Zews and Pro- 
ſelires Church-metnbers? And yet were 
they not children of wrath by nature, as 
we are? 

2. If yon object; that Infants are 


not capable of rhe end; of Baptiſm: To 
this, though Infants are not capable of 
every benefit by Baptiſm, as the Aged 


are; yet are they not capable of rhe 
principal ends ? May it not be a liſting 
few to enter then Church-members , 
and folemnize their Dedication to 

D 


Chriſt, 


v. Pp. 10; 


v. Preſach 


Pp. 233+ 


Chriſt, and engage them to be his 
people, and ro take him for their Lord 
and Saviour, and fo to confer on them 
remiſſion of ſin, and what Chriſt by 
the Covenant promiſerh to the —_ 
ſed ; (though yer themſelves under- 
ſtand not thisz Even as we pur the 
names of Infants in Bonds and Leaſes, 
which they can peither read nor know 
of?) 

And may it not be operanive by its 
ſignification as ſoon as the Child comes 
tothe uſe of Reaſon, (which will not 

© long as you uſe ro defer Bapriſm?) 
And m the mean time, as his intereſt 
is upon the cFridition of the Parents 
faith, and as hEis received as it were a 
Member of them, ſo may not the Pa- 
rents have the preſent actual comfort 
of ir, ( as the Parent hath the actual 
comfort of a Leaſe thar aſlureth an 
Eſtate to his Child?) And was not 
Chriſt himſelf Baptized , when yer he 
was not capable of many of the F we 
ends of Baptiſm ? Was Baptiſm ro Chriſt 
a ſign of the waſhing away of ſin, or 
of purifying his Soul, (which was per- 
fe: before ) or of being buried: with 
Chriſt, &c. And how uncapable were 
the 
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* Faith? And yet, had they any more 


the Infants-that Chriſt laid his hands 
on, and took up in his Armes, of un- 
derſtanding the meaning of what he N 
did? Shall we therefore fay, that 
Chriſt ſhould have ler it alone rill af- 
terwards? And will you tell us, what 
operation Circumciſion had on the 
Infants of Church- members formerly ? 
Was it not a Seal of the righteouſneſs of 


Faith or knowledge of the ſignificancy, 
than ours have now ? Was it not an 
engaging ſg»? And yet, were not 
as uncapable of underſtanding cithier 
the ſignificancy, or engagement, as 
ours are? So, 

(3.) If you object, How can an In- 
fant Covenant with God, or be enga- 
ged by this Sign? And where doth God 
require the Parent to engage his chil- ,, p.253. 
dren, &c. To this, if only the Aged 
are capable of engagement, may you 
not thence ſtraurway conclude, that 
no Infant was ever circumciſed? But 
may not that be the Childs Action , 198 
Moral, and in Law-ſenct, which is "F707 
onely the Fathzrs Aftion Phyſically ? 
When a man puts his Childs name.ia a 
Leaſe, and binds himſelf and his heirs, 

D 2 is 


v.P.113. 


v.p.250. 
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(52) 
is not the Child thus entred into Cove- 
nant and Bond ? And does not the Law 
take it as his Aft? And is it not aplain 
natural duty of Parents to covenant 
for their children, when it is for their 
good ? And doth not the Scrip- 
ture fully ſhew, that all the people of 
Iſrael did (by Gods appointment)enter 
their children into the Covenant of 
God? Were they not to circumciſe 
them, which God calleth [415 Covenant] 
and [the ſe n of the Covenant ? And is 
A not as olainly ſpoken, as the mouth 
of man can ſpeak ir, in Demt. 29. 10, 
11, 12, 13. Did not the Parents there 
enter their children into the Covenant, 
and not the Infants themſelves ? And 
doth not that ſhew, God hath given 
Parents their intereſt and autharity ? 
4. Another common objection is, 
if Infants muſt be Baprtizea, why 7 
they not as well rece:ve the Lor 
Supper? To which, may not the very 
external nature of the ſeveral Sacra- 
ments ſatzsfie you? Hath not Chriſt 
appointed the firſt to be ſuch, as In- 
{ants arc capable of? May not they 
be waſhed as well as the Aged ? But 
i not the other ſuch as they are, nar«- 
rally 
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raly incapable of in their firſt Infancy ? 
And is not the former inftituted plainly 
for all diſciples ? But what Scripture 
ſaith, that all Diſciples as ſuch, ſhould 

reſently receive the Lords Supper ? 
F it not reſtrained to thoſe, that can 
firſt examine themſelves, and can 4;- 


cern the Lords Body, and keep in remenr- v.p.24%, 


brance his Death? And if every Bur 

eſs at Age, as ſuch, hath power to 
Frade, Tc. in the City; Will it there- 
fore follow, that every Infant may do 
ſo, that is born a Burgels ? 


(5.) It hath been objected, thar if «, p. 115, 


it be the Will of Chriſt that Infants 
ſhould be Baptized, it is ſtrange, that 
he hath left it ſo dark. To which,wilt 
you not grant, that all Church-mem- 
bers muſt be admitted by Baptiſm 7 Is 
this dark or doubtful ? And how many 
S$criprures are there that prove Infants 
muſt be admitted Church-members? 
Can we ſay, the Scnpture is dark, or 
ſparing in that? Again, The Scripture 
peaks moſt fully in the Controverſies, 
which m thoſe times were ayitared : 
bur was it any Controverſic then, 
whether Infants were to be Members 
of the viſible Church > Did not the 
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v. Þ. 116, Jews take it for unqueſtionable , alf 


their Infants having aCtual poſſeſſion, 
and that upon Gods own grant and 
Ordination 2 Now, if Chnſt wonld 
have diſpoſſeſied them, ſhonld he nor 
ſomewhere have diſcovered it? And 
would it not have occaſioned great 
diſputes an! debates? ['v. Epiſtle ro 
Bewdleygp. 5, 6.] 

Further, what if it were more ob- 
feure than itYs? Is not the New Teſta- 
Ment as filent abone Chriſtian Kings, 
or any Chriſtian Magiſtrates, or about 
an Oath before a Magiſtrate, and a- 
bour War, and abour the prohibited 
degrees of Marriage, and abour the 
Sabbath, &c. Will you therefore ſay, 
rheſe are not revealed? Ir it not e- 
rough 'that they are revealed in the 
Old Teſtzment ? And was nor Infants 
Church-memberſhip revealed clearly 
there ? 

(6.) Another objection is, The evil 
conſequences of Infant - Baptiſm , as 
groſs Ignorance much occaſioned by 
t, Fc, To which, 1. Is not the Lord 
Jeſus himſelf the occaſion of the ruine 
and damnation of multitudes, '( Lk 1 


2, 34.) Had it been better therefore, 
the 


the World had been withoue him ? 
And is not the Goſpel to many, The 
Savour of Death unto Death, and to 
the Jews a fiumbling-black, and to the 


Gentiles fooliſhneſs * And the 
Goſpel be blamed for thus? £18 it 
that Wicked men will not rake har 


by, and make an occaſion of their de- 
ſtruftion? And have not many faid f@ 
about the religious Education of chil- 
dren, that ir 1s bur the way to make 
them Hypocrites? point-blank againft 


the Will and Word of God, Dex. 6.7: ,, 


Prov. 22. 6. And do not many make 
their belief of the Scripture, and be- 
lieving that Chriſt died and roſe again, 
and that he is the Saviour of the 
World, and the profeſſion of his Name, 
to be the ground of their hopes of Sal- 
vation, and thouſands more, than that 
truſt to their meer Baptiſm? And what 
if many amongſt you think to be ſa- 
ved, becauſe areBaprized again ? 


2. Can yqu ſhew (any of you) what , 


there is m the natwre of the thing, that 
ſhould be hurtful to any? If a Child 
that cannot read, be entred into the 
School, rhat he may learn to read, 1s 
there any thing in this thar tends ro 

D 4 delufion'? 


p.117, * 


118, 


. þ.118. 


yp. p. I19. the 


deluſion? If a Childs name be put into 
a Leaſe, is there any thing in this to 
do him hurt? 3. Was that the rea- 
ſon of the deluſion, and groſs ignor 
of the Fews, that they did nor ſtay ti 
ey were at Age ? Shall we thus make 
the deluder, and blinder of the 
rt and accuſe his Sacred Laws and 
nſtiturions of Errour? If it was an 
bigh favonr to them to be entred in 
hi nto the Church and Covenant, 
how comes it to be an hurt or wrong 
to us now? 4. Was the caſe of the 
Profclites among the ews ( being en- 
tred at age) ſo much betrer than the 
caſe of their own children, and of all 
the Zews and their children? And had 
ews, Gods own people, leſs mercy 
than thoſe that were thus adjoyned to 
them? «F. If all ſhould profeſs thew 
Faith in Chriſt before they were centred, 
how quickly might the multitude leam 
ſuch a profeſſion, as none of you could 
rejett upon any Scripture-gfound? And 
might it nat become cuſtpmary ,,for- 
mal, and conſiſtent with great wgro- 
rance? And they that will make no 
conſcience of the ſolemn Promiſe whict 
heir Paxents made in their names, is it 
| likcly 


likely that they will make ever the 
more Conſcience of it, if they had made 
it firſt in their own names; ſeeing the 
violation of either will alike forfeit 
their Salvation ? 6. Do not Miniſters 
indeavour to take men off from ſuch 
formality and ſelf deluſions? And let 
them know, that their meer Baptiſm 
(whether in Infancy, or at Age) 1s not 
ſifficient? 57. Whar if this were done, 
that when children come to Age, they 
muſt all ſolemnly, in the face of the 
Congregation perſonally own,and renew 
their Covenant ? Why may not this 
engage them, as well as if they were 
Baptized then z Was every man that 


was Baptized at Age in the Apoltles Y.P- 124- 


times, neceſlarily ro 3, that he 
believed in Chriſt with all his heart, 
( which indeed containeth rhe ſum of 
the Covenant ) yet may we not be bound 
to theſe d:1yjmntively, ( who by Gods 
Law are to be Baptized in Infancy) 
that each duty ſhould be performed, 
as we arc capable of it? 8. Would 
your way of Baprtizing be likely ro en- 
gage men half fo ſolemnly, as ſuch a 
courſe ; it being ordinarily in a man- 
ner private, and done in ſuch manner, 

, that 


v.p.125. 


V.p.126. 


that perſans. of modeſty will be & 
taken up with ſhame, that they will 
be leſs (crious in the buſineſs. 

9. If God would have Infants to be 
Church members, and ſo centred by 
Baptiſm, are not all theſe objeCtions 
againſt God, and a carping at his way? 

Now ( having enquired about rhe 


grounds and proofs, and defence of the + 


Church-memberſhip , and Baptiſm of 
Infants,) next let us ſee, whether your 
practice of delaying Baptiſm have as 
much warrant in Gods word. 

(1.) Where do you find one word of 
Precept or Example in all the Bible for 
deferring the Baptiſm of the Child of 
any one Chriſtian till years of diſcre- 
tion ? Should not you bring ſome Scri- 
pture for your way, who require ſuch 
expreſs proof from us? Now can you 
ſhew one word of command or cxam- 
ple here ? If you cannot, how can you 


Aay that yours is the Scripture-way? 


( 2.) Is not your way inconſiſtent 
with obedience to the Rule ? Is it not 
Chriſts Rule, thar perſons ſhall be Bap- 
tifed without delay, when they are firſt 
made Diſciples? Doth not this appear 
in the Commiſſion, Mat, 28. 19, 20. 
where 


F 


cus 


ſ9 
where Chriſt adjoyneth Baptizing im- 
mediately ro Diſcipling ? And from 
conſtant example in pr lain- 
ing the Commiſſion *» Where do we 
A any one perſon, thar 
was Baptiz after being diſci-- 

pled? And from the end and uſe of Bape "P27" 
riſm ? Is not this the uſe of Bapti 
to be the ſrgn of their firſt Covenant 

with Chriſt, and folemn admiſlion into 

the Church * Then is it not to be uſed 

at their firſt Admiſſion ? (IF any reafon 

of neceſſity or convenience, cauſe it to 

be put off a few days ; yet this is nor 

delaying it months and years, (as you 

do) though indeed there no war- 

rant in Scripture for any delay ar all, 

bur as necetfity may excuſe it.) Now, 

chough you yield rhe uſe of the ſign ro %-P- 347, 
them when they come to Age, yet 

what is it but an empty ſign, quite be- 

ſide Chriſts Inſtiturion, and void of the 

true end of Baptiſm ? for how can it 

then be the iniriating ſign ro thoſe that 

have been long in the Church before 2. 

I- the children of Chriltiaris are diſci- vp. 128, 
ples in their Infancy, then how can | 
you that Baptiſe them not cill they | 
come to Age, ( in ſo doing )- Baptiſe 
them 
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v.p.130. 


hem when they are firſt Diſciples? 
And further, ſuppoſe this were not pro- 
ved, that Infants are Diſciples, yer if 
you cannot know when ſuch children 
are firſt diſcipled (except it be in their 
Infancy) how can you Bapriſe them 
when they are firſt diſcipled? Taking 
diſcipleſhip at preſent m your own 
ſenſe, and ſerting afide the conſfidera- 
tion of meer Relative Infant-diſciple- 
ſhip, how can you know it, fince God 
uſerh to work ſuch as are born and 
brought up of Chriſtian Parents to the 
acknowledgment of Chriſt by ſuch in- 
ſenſible degrees, that the beginning of 
their true acknowledgment is ordina- 
rily unperceivable ? Again, ſeeing ſuch 
do not uſually know themſelves when 
they were firſt diſciples (in this ſenſe) 
how much leſs can others know it ? 
(3,) Would not this prattice (of 
yours) neceſlarily fill the Church with 
perpetual contentions, as being about 
a matter, that cannot be determined 
by any known Rule ? And can that be 
according to the mind and will of 
Chriſt ? I*the Goſpel occaſionerh con- 
tentions, doth it any more than occa- 
fan them ? But would not this natu- 
raily, 
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(61 
tally. and neceſſarily 


the beſt Miniſters and Chriſtians ? 
When would the Churches or Mint- 
ſters ever agree upon it, whicn thei 
underſtanding, or ſecining ſeriouſt 

is arrived at that degree, which imuſt 
ſatisfhe? Whereas it ig cafily known 


to all, and can be no controverſie,, v. p. 133: 


when a man begins to profeſs himſelf 
a Diſciple, who was before a Pagan 
yet when one is born in the Boſome of 
the Church, and brought up in the 
profeſſion of Chriſtianity, and ſo comes 
ro it by inſenſible degrees, is not the 
caſe far different ? * 

(4) When you to ground 
your raftice 00 Mr. 28, I9, 20. from 
whence you would infer, that none are 
to be Baptiſed, but thoſe that are firſt 


made Diſciples by teaching, (though - - 


the truth is, thar indireltly, and remote- 
ly, the diſcipling of the Parent, is a dif- 
cipling of his ſed alſo) would nar 
your DoQtrine tun Baptiſm, (for the 
moſt part) vut of the Churches of the 
Saints? According, gg you , only they 
thar are made diidiples by Aimſterial 
reaching direttly, fFreald þy this Rule 

| AS _ 


”, 
" 


produce theth? » - 
that in the Churches, and amongft ' 
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be Baptized, and in a welt-ordered 
godly Church would not theſe be few, 
or none ? Taking [Dyſciple] in your 
ſenſe for a Profeflor. of Chriſtianity, 
hath not God appointed another pri- 
mary, more ordinary way of making 
Diſciples of the children of the Godly, 
©iz,, godly education ? Hath not God 
commanded the uſe of this means to 
all Parents, that they teach them the 
Law of God, .and bring them up in 
the nurture and admonition of the Lord 
from their childhood ? And may we 
not conclude, that God appoints no 
means to be uſed, from which he will 
ordinarily - withdraw his Grace, or to 
which he will deny his Bleſſing, if it be 
uſed aright? (though the Word con- 


v. p.290. vert many that have neglected their 


Pazents, or have bcen negleRted by 
them.) And further, doth not expert- 


v.P.133-ence confirm it, that God frequently 


blefſeth rhis rmeans? Now, according 
to you, how many thouſands are there 
that ſhon1d never be Baptized, becauſe 
they were not firſt*made Diſciples by 
Teaching, according to the ſenſe of 
Mar. 28. 19. which is Miniſterial 


Teaching ? 
(5) Your 


tizing by Dipping 
water, pes you uſe as neceſſary) is 


ir not a breach of the Sixt Command- 
ment, Thos ſhalt not til. Being ordi- 
narily and generally uſed, doth it not 
tend dir to overthrow peoples 
health and lives? How vain is it to 
ſay, that many are appouned the uſe 
of Bathing, as a Remedy agai _ 
ſcaſes? Is it an Univerſal 
yea, how few Diſcaſes have cold Baths 
appointed them? And how many that 
have been tenderly brought up, and 
take bur little of the cold Air, that 
dipping in cold weather in cold water 
in the courſe of nature would kill, ci- 
ther _—— or by caſting them into 


Chronizal Diſtaſe ? Willyou fay, », p. 136; 


i be Gods way, he will prevent the 
danger, how great foever ? But hath 
God appointed any Ordinance con- 
tradiftory to his great Moral Com- 
mands? Hath he appointed poems gay Ov 
dinance arecknagy which 

ſtroy men, except they be preſerved 
by Miracle? 'Wi you ſay, he hath tied 
higſelf ro a conſtant of Mi- 
racles, (which he hath not done, ex- 


cepr 
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be Baptized, and in a welt-ordered 
godly Church would nor theſe be few, 
or none * Taking [Dyſciple] in your 
ſenſe for a Profeflor. of Chriſtianity, 
hath not God appointed another pri- 
mary, more ordinary way of making 
Diſciples of the children of the Godly, 
@iz,, godly education ? Hath not God 
commanded fhe uſe of this means to 
all Parents, that they teach them the 
Law of God, ,and bring them up in 
the nurture and admonition of the Lord 
from their childhood ? And may we 
not conclude, that God appoints no 
means to be uſed, from which he will 
ordinarily - withdraw his Grace, or to 
which he will deny his Bleſſig, ifit be 
uſed arighr? (though the Word con- 


v. p.290. vert many.that have neglected their 


Pazents, or have bcen negleted by 
them.) And further, doth not expert- 
ence confirm it, that God frequently 
Dlefſeth this rneans? Now, according 
to you, how many thouſands are there 
that ſhonld never be Baptized, becauſe 
they were nor firſt*made Diſciples by 
Teaching, according to the Friſe of 
Mat. 28. 19, which is Miniſterial 


Teaching ? 
(5) Your 


' (5) Your ordinary practice 
tizing by Dipping over head 
water, (which you uſe as neceſſary) is 
it not a breach of the Sixt Command- 
ment, Thox ſhalt not kill. Being ordi- 
narily and generally uſed, doth it not 
tend dir to overthrow peoples 
health and lives? How vain is it to 
ſay, that many are apponned the uſe 
of Bathing, as a Remedy againſt Di- 
ſeaſes? I ir an Univerſal ? 
yea, how few Diſcaſcs have cold Baths 
appointed them? And how many that 
have been tenderly brought up, and 
take bur little of the cold Air, that 
dipping in cold weather in cold water 
in the courſe of nature would kill, ci- 
preſently, or by caſting them into 


ther 
ſome Chronical Diſcaſe ? Will you fay, 4, p.136, 
the 


if it be Gods way, he will prevent 

danger, how great foever ? But hath 
God appointed any Ordinance con- 
tradiftory to his great Moral Com- 
mands? Hath he appointed any Or- 
dinance iv his Church, which will de- 
ſtroy men, ex they be preſerved 
by Miracle? 'Will you ſay, he hath tied 
hignſelf ro a conſtant ing of Mi- 
racles, (which he hath not done, ex- 


cept 
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V.p.135. 


cept the Dottrine of Trayſabſtentiation 
be true?) May we _ od? And 
have you duly conſidered what our Sa- 
viour ſaith, Mar.12.7. If you had lears- 
td what this meaneth,[ will have Mercy, 
and not Sacrifices ye world not have con- 
demned the guilileſs ? If m caſe of * 
danger, you ſhould have, and allow of 

a warm Bath, ſh6uld nor you thar are 
wont t6 call for expreſs Scripture for 
Infant-Bapriſm, be required to bring 4 
expreſs Scripture for this warm Bartr? 
——- If you ſay, they may ftay cill the 
heat of Summer, where have you any 
Scnprture for that ? 

Farther, is i yet proved by any of 
you, that Dipping was conſtantly ufed 
in the Scripture-times. Is'ir plain, or 
ſo much as probable, that the Jaylor 
was dipt over head, who os 
in the night in his houſe? does 
not the Greek word ſignifie to W4ſb, as + 
well as to Dip? Is it not 6 taken, 
when GE to othier things, as Mar, 
7-4. e. And is not the thing ſigns 
fed (et forth by the phraſe of Waſving 
or Sprinkling ? and need the Sign ex- 
ceed the thing ſignified ? (See Na44h; 
Exh, 36. 25. focl 2.28, 1 Cor. 6. 3 | 
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Tie. 3.5/4; x0: 23; and 12: 
r/z)' And if it was dnhermries mich 
not bo unly »ccafiexal; from a Reaſbn 
proper to thaſe hor Countries ? Where 
Chriſt appointed the meaſure of 
- 4, water, 'or the manner of waſking, 
: more than he hath appointed he 
Lords Supper whar quantity of Bread 
| and Wine cach muſt cake ? May 

6 R a little ſignific as well as mich; as's 


of mnch Lands, Oc, 257m 
(6. ) Is it not a breach of the 
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mend to your LN 
v.p.177. £2.t. er it be at alf credible 
that Satan would be fo charitable to 


vp. 174- '-2. 2: Whereps we tell ſmners of the 
K + +ainous aggravation of their fins, #s 
being commirrtd” ater , [and 
after their ſolemn Vow Covenant 
. made to God ; whether you that make 
 Infant-Bapriſn @ =»/lity, dare under- 
take to bear the burthen of this Ag- 
- grevation for them ? And wherher you 
may reſt finners (thar we do bur 
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molt all —-? And all this in contemd- 
ing, that own 
Chriſts viſble Crock! How 


ous of Chriſts Church ; and co plead 
E'3 thar ' 
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The godly mans Ark, or a City of Refuge 1n 
theday oh diſtreſs;jn five Sermons; with Mr. 
 #hoarsevidences far Heaven ;- by Ef. Caldrry. 
" The Almoſt-Chriſtian diſcovered, or the 
falſe-Profelſor need col calt;” by: 2. Mead. 


"1 Duty of Parcngs rowards ahi Co 
Po Book for liztle Chiktrey. 


and Inſtruction for 44. Art of 
FAngD, All three by There. 


